This book is the second of a pair of volumes resulting from a workshop held in 2012 and aiming to re-establish contact between historians and political scientists. The first volume, edited by Thauer and Wendt and published in 2015, was sub-titled "Concepts of Order and the History of the Peloponnesian War", and contained chapters focused on Thucydides and the Modern Reader and on Representations of Order in Thucydides. This volume addresses political order in the light of Thucydides' claim to be writing a possession for all time, and the role which Thucydides has played as a model historian or theorist of political order. Although fewer than half of the authors have English as their first language, the whole book is written in (American) English.
In the first part Ernst Baltrusch argues that the Thirty Years' Peace of 446/5 created a new international legal order for the Greek states, but its establishment of a Spartan bloc, an Athenian bloc and a bloc of neutrals conflicted with older allegiances and so produced a condition of anarchy in which all simply sought their own advantage; there was no functioning international order to serve as a basis for peaceful coexistence.
Richard Ned Lebow, who is a Professor of International Political Theory, sees Thucydides as studying a particular instance of the breakdown of order and the difficulties in re-establishing order. There need to be sufficient reasons for enough of the affected people, and particularly enough of the élite, to be compliant even when that does not serve their own short-term interests; in the course of moderni-sation, in the late fifth century, intellectuals and rhetoricians encouraged selfish non-compliance, and public institutions were used as an arena for competition rather than as a brake on competition; Thucydides' idealised picture of Periclean Athens and of Hermocrates of Syracuse were intended to point the way to a new basis for a workable order.
Wolfgang Will in "Democracy Without an Alternative" writes of Thucydides' views on Sparta and Athens: he sees Thucydides as fundamentally hostile to Sparta, whose past is praised only to be contrasted with its present, and as accepting that for Athens the importance of the navy and the thetes meant that there was no alternative to democracy but the democracy needed the leadership of a Pericles to avoid the impulsive errors of the assembly.
In the second part Liisi Keedus, a specialist in modern political philosophy, writes on Leo Strauss's reading of Thucydides as a teacher of the truth about men, politics and war. Strauss was an anti-historicist, who saw Thucydides not as purely context-dependent and concerned with the particular but as using the particular to teach about the universal: Athens and Sparta, Alcibiades and Nicias, embody the contrast between two ways of life, between motion and rest.
Christine Lee is interested in International Relations and the reception of the classical past, and here she studies modern readings of Thucydides' "ontology", i. e. what are taken to be his universal statements about human nature and human politics. Realists see Thucycides as exposing the pursuit by men and by states of self-interest, and the anarchic state of a world in which there is no authority which can prevent them from doing that; but theirs is a normative rather than a descriptive view and fails to explain why men and states do not always act as Realism says they ought. For Strauss and his followers nature is a given, but so too are irrational hopes and fears which conflict with nature. In each case the ontology undermines itself, and undermines the aim to cultivate better behaviour than that which the ontology considers unavoidable.
Klaus Meister shows how Sallust's view of the fall of the Roman Republic is Thucydidean both in linguistic details and in thought patterns. Thucydides' analy sis of stasis in 3.82-3 is echoed by Sallust at various points. Speeches are often used: Sallust's only pair of speeches, by Caesar and Cato on the Catilinarians, is based on Cleon's and Diodotus' speeches on the Mytilenaeans, and Cotta's speech before his death is based on Pericles' last speech; but Sallust did not merely copy Thucydides but reused the material in ways which fitted his own context.
Finally Christian Wendt asks how far Thucydides' ktema es aiei can be regarded as a "statesmen's manual". It certainly does not instruct in a direct way, but readers have to apply the results of the whole work; it seems intended to enlighten men involved in decision-making in general rather than (as J. Ober suggested) leaders in particular. The particular qualities which decision-makers need are ability to foresee the future consequences of present decisions (allowing for the element of chance, but still using what foresight one can), and dedication to the interests of one's state. Important for this are correct knowledge and understanding of the past, and particularly of various kinds of interdependence. The specific lesson which Wendt finds is that Thucydides provides "an intense panorama of the deterioration of law, order, etc.", and so "demonstrates the urgent need for efficient principles of order".
Order, within states and between states, its breakdown and its recreation provide a unifying theme for the book. Baltrusch and Will focus on particular questions of inter-state and internal order, and Meister on Sallust's use of Thucydides to illuminate the breakdown of order in Republican Rome. The other contributors address more generally Thucydides' understanding of political order and modern understandings of that. The different approaches can and should enlighten one another, and this is a stimulating book.
